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1.  Prices must be submitted on all individual items of this Pricing Schedule.  
Failure to do so may cause the proposal to be determined "unacceptable". 
 
2.  If a modification to a price based on unit price is submitted which provides 
for a lump sum adjustment to the total estimated price, the applications of the 
lump sum adjustment to each unit price in the Pricing Schedule must be stated.  If 
it is not stated, the bidder/offeror agrees that the lump sum adjustment shall be 
applied on a pro rata basis to every unit price in the Pricing Schedule. 
 
3.  The bidder/offeror shall distribute his indirect costs (overhead, profit, 
bond, etc.) over all the items in the Pricing Schedule.  The Government will 
review all submitted Pricing Schedules for any unbalancing of the items.  Any 
submitted Pricing Schedule determined to be unbalanced may cause the proposal to 
be determined "unacceptable". 
 
4.  The lump sum, "LS", line items above are not "estimated quantity" line items 
and therefore are not subject to the Variation in Quantity contract clause. 
 
5. The successful bidder/offeror grants the options listed in the Pricing Schedule 
to the Government.  This option may be exercised any time up to 30days after 
receipt of Notice to Proceed.   Exercise of the option occurs upon mailing of 
written notice to the Contractor.  Exercise will be made by the Contracting 
Officer.  The price for exercise of the option includes all work and effort 
associated with the scope of that item.  No additional time for contract 
completion will be allowed when an option is exercised.  The given contract 
completion time was formulated to include time necessary to perform all option 
work.   
 
6. EFARS 52.214-5000   ARITHMETIC DISCREPANCIES (MAR 1995) 
 
    (a)  For the purpose of initial evaluation of bids/offers, the following will 
be utilized in resolving arithmetic discrepancies found on the face of the Pricing 
Schedule as submitted by bidders/offerors: 
    (1)  Obviously misplaced decimal points will be corrected; 
    (2)  Discrepancy between unit price and extended price, the unit price will 
govern; 
    (3)  Apparent errors in extension of unit prices will be corrected; 
    (4)  Apparent errors in addition of lump-sum and extended prices will be 
corrected. 
    (b)  For the purpose of bid/offer evaluation, the Government will proceed on 
the assumption that the bidder/offeror intends the bid/offer to be evaluated on 
basis of the unit prices, the totals arrived at by resolution of arithmetic 
discrepancies as provided above and the bid/offer will be so reflected on the 
abstract of bids/offers. 
    (c) These correction procedures shall not be used to resolve any ambiguity 
concerning which bid/offer is low. 
 
7.  Davis-Bacon Act Wage Determinations for Options Periods 
 
a.  Upon exercise of an option to extend the term of the contract, The most current Davis-
Bacon Act wage determination(s) from the same schedule(s) as the wage determination(s) 
incorporated into the contract will be incorporated into the contract.   
 
b.  In accordance with FAR 52.222-30, Davis-Bacon Act—Price Adjustment (None or Separately 
Specified Pricing Method), provided in full text in Section 00700, no adjustments in 
contract price will be made as a result of incorporation of the new wage determination(s).  
The solicitation provides the opportunity to bid or propose separate prices for each option 
period.  The option prices may include an amount to cover estimated increases.   
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unusual expertise or specialized facilities are necessary in the performance of the 
contract; therefore, in order to be determined to be responsible for that particular 
contract, the offeror must be able to meet those special standards.  A prospective 
contractor that is or recently has been seriously deficient in contract performance shall 
be presumed to be nonresponsible unless the Contracting Officer determines that the 
circumstances were beyond the contractor's control or that the contractor has taken 
appropriate corrective action.  Other responsibility considerations by the Contracting 
Officer will include past efforts by the contractor to apply sufficient tenacity and 
perseverance to perform acceptably, to meet quality requirements of contracts, and the 
contractor's past compliance with subcontracting plans (if required) under recent 
contracts. 
     d. Have a satisfactory record of integrity and business ethics. 
     e. Have the necessary organization, experience, accounting and operational controls, 
and technical skills, or the ability to obtain them (including, as appropriate, such 
elements as production control procedures, property control systems, quality assurance 
measures, and safety programs applicable to materials to be produced or services to be 
performed by the prospective contractor and subcontractors). 
     f. Have the necessary production, construction, and technical equipment and 
facilities, or the ability to obtain them. 
     g. Be otherwise qualified and eligible to receive an award under applicable laws and 
regulations. 
 
If the contractor or subcontractor does not already have sufficient resources demonstrated 
in the completed Preaward Survey, acceptable evidence of "the ability to obtain" the 
required, adequate resources (all of the resources discussed in subparagraphs a, e, and f 
above) normally consists of a commitment or explicit arrangement that will be in existence 
at the time of contract award to rent, purchase or otherwise acquire the needed facilities, 
equipment, other resources, or personnel.  
 
The Preaward Survey as a tool used by the Government in determining responsibility of the 
offeror is submitted as part of the Price/Cost proposal and is separate from the technical 
proposal's response to the technical evaluation criteria found later in this Section.  Some 
of the information required from the offeror for completion of the Preaward Survey and the 
technical proposal may be duplicative but it is necessary that the information be provided 
in full in both places and that the Price/Cost proposal and the Technical proposal be 
separate documents.  DO NOT state, for example, in the technical proposal, "See Price/Cost 
proposal for past performance information".  Failure to submit the PreAward Survey in 
conjunction with the price proposal will not of itself render the offer unacceptable. 
 

52.0211-4805   AVAILABILITY OF CORPS OF ENGINEERS PUBLICATIONS  

 DESCRIPTIONS (AUG 1998)   
 

a.  Corps of Engineers publications are available for inspection at the 
following location: 
 
     U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District 
     1325 J Street 
     Engineering Division, District Library, 8th Floor 
     Sacramento, CA 95814-2922 
     Telephone Number (916) 557-6657 
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5.  THE TECHNICAL EVALUATION FACTORS AND SUBFACTORS: 
 
The Technical Proposal will be evaluated based on the following technical evaluation factors and subfactors: 
 
 FACTOR 1:  Proposed Management Approach 

 
Subfactor 1a, Project Organization and Management 

   
Subfactor 1b, Scheduling and Phasing of Major Activities 

 
 FACTOR 2:  Construction Capability 
 
  Subfactor 2a, Construction Key Personnel – Experience, Qualifications, and Commitment 
 
  Subfactor 2b, Construction Experience 
 
  Subfactor 2c, Construction Past Performance 
  The comparative risk assessment of past performance information is separate from the responsibility 
  determination required under FAR Subpart 9.1.  Notwithstanding the above, both the past  
  performance information collected by the Government and the pre-award survey information 
   submitted by the Offeror  with the Price Proposal may be used in conjunction with both the 
   responsibility determination for this acquisition and in conjunction with the Government’s evaluation 
  of the Offeror’s past performance record.   
 
 FACTOR 3:  Socio-Economic Considerations 

 
Subfactor 3a,  Participation of Small Business Concerns, Historically Black Colleges  
and Universities, and Minority Institutions  

   
Subfactor 3b, Small Disadvantaged Business Participation under the Authorized SIC  
Major Groups/NAICS Industry Subsectors  and Construction Regions 
 

IMPORTANT CLARIFICATIONS:   
 
The Government is interested in “what you did” under the Experience subfactor.   

 
 The Government is interested in “how well you did it” under the Past Performance subfactor.  
 
 
 
6.  RELATIVE WEIGHTING OF THE TECHNICAL EVALUATION FACTORS AND SUBFACTORS:   
 
Factor 2 is the most important Factor.   
 
Under Factor 2, Subfactor 2b and Subfactor 2c are equally weighted.     
 
Under Factor 2, Subfactor 2a is slightly less important than 2b or 2c.   
 
Factor 1 is slightly less important than Factor 2.   
 
Under Factor 1, Subfactor 1a and Subfactor 1b are equally weighted.  
 
Factor 3 is significantly less important than Factor 2.  
 
Under Factor 3, Subfactor 3a and Subfactor 3b are equally weighted.   
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